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COMMUNISTS PUSH FOR 
SECRETARY OF STATE 


On January 20, 1961, a $25,000 per year appointee will walk into the new office of the 
Secretary of State on the seventh floor of the recently built State Department building in Washing- 
ton. The world situation makes this particular appointment of utmost significance. 


There are a number of political hopefuls who have been discussed for the position. Among 
them are: Chester Bowles; Senator Fulbright; Adlai Stevenson; General Gruenther and Dean Ache- 
son. We are at this time especially concerned with the name of Adlai Stevenson as even a remote 
consideration. The basis for our concern comes from the pages of the Nov. 20, 1960 Worker, offi- 
cial weekly publication of the Communist Party U.S. We quote, “ . Other Chicagoans, within 
48 hours after the election (of Kennedy), called The Worker office in Chicago to inform us that 
many of the strong supporters of Adlai Stevenson were writing letters to Kennedy calling for the 
appointment of the former Illinois governor as Secretary of State.” 


Why The Emphasis On Stevenson? 


This apparent insignificant news item is important because the Communists have become more 
and more adept at gaining the specific goals they set for themselves. Recent issues of Political Af- 
fairs, the Communist monthly, have also spoken out favorably for Mr. Stevenson. There is no ques- 
tion that, should they choose to make Mr. Stevenson’s appointment a major issue, they could gen- 
erate a tremendous amount of ‘public opinion.” 


There is ample reason for the Communist Party’s interest in Stevenson. If statements he 
has made in the past several years are any indication of his concept of the Communist conspiracy, 
his understanding is fuzzy indeed. Speeches he has made in the past indicate definite liberal and 
left-wing thinking to an alarming degree. But perhaps more than anything else, whenever the Com- 
munists speak favorably of an individual, it is safe to assume that they stand to gain ground as a 
result of his influence. 


In a speech made at the University of Chicago on May 12, 1960, Mr. Stevenson said, “It 
seems to be both sad and ironic that the Communists have so largely succeeded in pre-empting and 
exploiting the cry for peace — which is surely the loudest and dearest sound in this war-weary, fright- 





ened world .. . We have emphasized military contain- 
ment, and for years it appeared that we didn’t want 
to negotiate with the Russians, either to test their in- 
tentions or call their bluff. 


“Meanwhile, they stopped nuclear testing unilat- 
erally; they reduced their army unilaterally; they pro- 
posed total disarmament.” 


Is This Ignorance Or Naivete? 


The above quote indicates both an ignorance of 
the total world conquest objective of Communism and 
a presumption that the Kremlin (not the Russian peo- 
ple) really wants peace. Time Magazine, reporting on 
the gathering of Communist leaders for the 43rd an- 
niversary of the Bolshevik Revolution in Moscow, quot- 
ed Khrushchev as saying, “Peace is inevitable. War 
will not help us reach our goal — it will spoil it. We 
must rest on the position of coexistence and noninter- 
vention, and eventually Communism will be in force 
all over the earth.” This, and many other statements 
from the leaders of the international conspiracy clearly 
indicate that war with Communism at this time would 
be suicidal for them. When our leaders swallow their 
appeasement and disarmament propaganda they help 
carry out the Soviet plan for world domination. See 
WEEKLY CRUSADER Vol. 1, No. 3 for more on 
the Communists peace program. 


As for the Kremlin stopping nuclear testing, there 
is absolutely no evidence to support this idea. Nor is 
there any indication that they have reduced their armies. 
In fact, Red Star, organ of the Soviet Defense Ministry, 
accused the western nations of relentless efforts to spy 
out their defense secrets. The report, as printed in the 
Tulsa World, Nov. 24, 1960 said, “The imperial beasts 
of prey seek to gather information on the places where 
rocket and nuclear weapons are produced and stored, on 
our scientific and technological discoveries and on the 
enterprises of the defense industry, railway and water 
transport.” This hardly sounds like a nation disarming 
— or even holding its status quo. 


War Is Our Common Enemy 


So apathetic is Stevenson about the aggression of 
Communism that he sees it as no danger at all. In fact, 
he suggests that they, and we, have a common enemy 
—the danger of war. His speech to the Democratic 
Party of Cook County, Illinois on May 19, 1960 was 
recorded in part in Political Affairs as follows: “For 
in this age, unprecedented in human history, all of us, 
Americans and Russians alike, have one common 
enemy. The enemy is the danger of war. We must 
defeat the enemy together.” From this statement we 
would gather that appeasment must be carried on at 
any cost — even the cost of surrender perhaps! 


While Kremlin spies and agents regularly roam 
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the U.S. (a few even get caught) and transmit vital 
defense information and photos to Moscow, Mr. Ste- 
venson sharply criticized Pres. Eisenhower for his han- 
dling of the U-2 incident and felt that we should have 
apologized for the flights. 


Newspaper articles indicate that the Stevenson ap- 
peasment line has been his great effort for a number 
of years. The Baltimore Sun, June 14, 1955 carried 
this account of one of his speeches: “He said America 
may have to accept something less than perfection, (in 
peace negotiations —Ed.) ‘but better than the alterna- 
tive which is a sharpening and prolonging of the ugly, 
dangerous tension.’”» We wonder how much less than 
perfection Mr. Stevenson would be willing to allow if 
it were in his hand to allow it! 


Advocates Handouts To Kremlin 


As to Matsu and Quemoy, it seems that Mr. Ste- 
venson would be perfectly willing to hand them over 
to the Communists too. The Evening Star of April 12, 
1955 published a part of a text of the former presi- 
dential candidate’s Far Eastern Affairs speech in which 
he said, “I have the greatest misgivings about risking a 
third world war in defense of these little islands . . .” 


Governor Stevenson also plainly expressed his con- 
tempt of the late Senator McCarthy and the important 
work he did for the security of the nation. In a text 
of a speech by Stevenson reported in the Washington 
Star March 7, 1954, he said, “We will await the final 
results with interest, and also the administration’s apol- 
ogies to the many innocent, loyal people who have 
been injured by this (the McCarthy hearings) un- 
scrupulous, un-American numbers racket.” After re- 
turning from abroad, Stevenson said on Sept. 15, 1953, 
“, .. Everywhere people think they recognize the dom- 
inant mood of America in what is called ‘McCarthyism,’ 
now a world-wide word. Inquisitions, purges, book- 
burning, repression and fear have obscured the bright 
vision of the land of the free and the home of the 
brave.” Unless his attitude has drastically changed, he 
would be a good member of James Roosevelt’s pro- 
gram to do away with the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities. 


Says Be Nice To Communists 


When Rear Admiral Adolphus Staton was on a 
special navy board to screen merchant ship radio oper- 
ators, he found that a number of them were Communist 
Party members. As a result of his and Rear Adm. C. S. 
Hooper’s warnings that Russia could not be trusted — 
despite its co-belligerency with the U.S. — and their op- 
position to Communist radio operators, they were 
ousted from the Navy. Stevenson, at that time a special 
assistant to Secretary of the Navy Knox, made the 
statement to Staton, “Admiral, I don’t think that we 


should be too hard on the Communists.” 
(See “STEVENSON” Page 8) 
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Christian Crusade; Chief of Intelligence for Gen. Douglas MacArthur, 1939-51; 
Attache American Embassies in Venezuela, Colombia and Ecuador; writer, 
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THE CONGO AND THE UNITED NATIONS 


1. We Lit The Fires Of Freedom 


A Washington brainwasher employed this trite 
cliche on July 4th, 1960. To underline his knowledge 
of “inside dope,” he reported on a confidential state- 
ment by a Belgian high official” on the subject of the 
Congo and its very recent access to “independence” 
under a Prime Minister Lumumba who once served a 
sentence for embezzlement of 126,000 francs. This 
slight social error (with its implications of lack of 
character and moral integrity ) seems to be characteristic 
of the new generation of popular leaders in the “under 
privileged” nations. None of them appear to have held 
normal jobs. The Castro brothers never earned an 
honest penny in their lives. Of course, they early learned 
a magic formula, operating from Jakarta to Havana; i.e., 
confiscate capitalist property and live off the “fat of the 
land” as long as it lasts. 


The Belgian is reported to have said accusingly that 
the drive for independence, for nationalistic expression, 
was primarily traceable to American influences and 
ideals. Jefferson, Lincoln and Roosevelt are the models 
which the new cafe-au-lait statesmen try to emulate. 
He failed to emphasize that none of these American 
leaders indulged in wholesale murder, executions, con- 
fiscations of property, the expulsion of entire popula- 
tions, or an almost instantaneous embrace of interna- 
tional Communism and the dominance of the Kremlin. 


Within a few days of the glittering headline, “We 
Lit the Fires of Freedom,” the wire services reported 
the first sinister flickering of the red flames in the 
Congolese jungles. The fires of freedom looked like 
a well-planned case of arson! Here are the tell-tale 
extracts: 


July 7. Mutinous Congo army soldiers broke into a factory 
in Lumbako and forced the white personnel to crawl at gun- 
point, in front of African laborers. Whites were beaten and 
their homes searched for arms. There are reports of rape of 
European women and the “molestation” of Nuns at Mbanza- 
Boma. 

Premier Lumumba tried to talk the mutineers into accepting 
Army control. Lumumba promised the mutineers one step ad- 
vancement in rank (Reward or Appeasement? ) 

July 10. At Elizabethville, Belgian paratroopers saved some 
4000 Whites this morning, including 16 Americans. Droppin, 
from the skies over Luluabourg, the troopers arrived in the nic 
of time to save 1000 Whites holed up and fighting off a horde 
of Congolese soldiers, with shotguns, pistols and hunting rifles. 
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Map 1. The Belgian Congo: The Fires of Freedom? 


Violence broke out in the Congo within days of the Inauguration 
of the new Republic. The scenes of barbarous atrocities by mutinous 
negro troops are located in the provinces of (1) Katanga; (2) Kivu 
and (3) Leopoldville. White refugees were seeking sanctuary in 
Brazzaville, formerly French, and in Ubanda. Leopoldville is domi- 
nated politically by President Ksavubu (3) while Premier Lumumba 
has strength in the North, in Orientale. 


2. Washington, D. C.: A Delicate Whitewash 


The peculiar atmosphere of the Capitol, the almost 
instant (and not always subtle) perversion of interna- 
tional news was easily evident in the zeal with which 
“Letters to the Editor” were given a prominent place 
on the editorial page. We are not prepared to accept 
the emotional nonsense of perennial letter-writers as a 
typical expression of prevailing popular opinion, but 
“someone” had carefully culled this material; the use 
of sly quotation marks and the selection were sugges- 
tive, viz: 


. . . News reports have been relying on accounts of white 
refugees. Thus we read natives are ‘running wild’ (Were they 
not?) and that white womanhood is being subjected to raping 
‘en masse’.” (Were they not? ) 

Now, it is historically true that some incidents of this sort 
are bound to occur in any uprising or revolution. I am sure 
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one could find such examples in the American Revolution, (sic) 
for instance. (He talks like Mongi Slim of Tunisia: he is down- 
grading rape and equating the American Revolution with the 
chaotic thievery and chaos of the new anti-colonial creations, like 
Indonesia, Iraq, Egypt, Ghana and Cuba.) 

The brainwashers went so far in their efforts to 
gloss over documented barbarities, to present the Congo 
chaos in the best suburban light that they even tampered 
with and watered down direct eyewitness statements in 


Washington itself: 


“. .. The Rev. D. L. Ellis just got here from the Congo and 
he wants to go back as soon as he can. (Then why did he 
leave? ) 

“|. . Most (of the refugees) had little more than the clothes 
on their backs. 

“|. . Few of the 122 missionaries’ families had experienced 
terror or violence. Those who did are from a Baptist Mission 
station at Banza Manteke. (They are important.) 

. . . The sudden. violence—blamed mostly on soldiers re- 
belling against their officers and swayed by rumors of Belgian 
atrocities (sic) has not discouraged the missionaries. (They must 
have had some reason for leaving? )” 

The Reverend Ellis (obviously not of the fibre of 
a martyr?) made some overly discreet and supercau- 
tious admissions (to explain his odd combination of 
leaving one day and wishing to return the next?) and 
the Washington interviewer saw to it that the telltale 
lines were practically buried in the middle of the col- 
umn: “The Ellises, Stuarts and Bottemillers were beat- 
en and there was rape at the Baptist station. However, 
there was no lineup for this. It was just one man in 


each case.” (Presumably that would make it all right?) 


It is one thing to brainwash Suburbia, from a Wash- 
ington bistro with only fragmentary wire-service intel- 
ligence at hand and quite another to record eyewitness 
reports or comments by recognized local African ex- 
perts. Sir Roy Welensky, the Prime Minister of Britain’s 
Central African Federation, North and South Rhodesia 
and Nyassaland, can safely be credited with such ex- 
pertise. He accepts that Belgium had failed to prepare 
the Congo for independence (it took the United States 
50 years to launch Philippine independence though the 
Filipinos had four centuries of Catholic-Spanish tutel- 
age — certainly a moral basis superior to the cannibal- 
ism of Central Africa). But he also accepts that Bel- 
gium (and other colonial states) have been under 
“enormous political pressure to pull out of Africa.” 
(The Kremlin and the United Nations Afro-Asian bloc, 
log-rolling in the best parliamentary style.) Welensky 
more than suspects Soviet machinations “to keep the 
forces of chaos moving, to allow the entry of Soviet 
influence and ultimately the establishment of yet an- 
other Soviet outpost.” 


Another competent local expert is found in the 
person of a prominent Congolese politician, Moise 
Tshombe, Premier of Katanga, the richest of the Congo 
provinces. His break with Lumumba and Leopoldville 
is simply motivated by fear and distrust. This is what 
he said. 
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‘. . . Lumumba has meticulously prepared the mutiny of the 
force Publique (the Army). The purpose was twotold —to 
disorganize army and administration in order to set up a personal 
dictatorship allied to Communism and to terrify the Belgians 
into leaving the Congo and so make way for technicians already 
chosen from the Eastern bloc.” 


This observation is supported by Europeans of the 
caliber of Dr. Mark Poole, noted for his research work 
among the Pygmies: “These outbreaks of violence have 
been too well synchronized to have come by chance. 
We never believed that a breakdown of law and order 
could be so complete.” 


3. The Internationalist Pattern Emerging 


In this situation, with the Belgian authority crum- 
bling as a calculated device, Lumumba promptly ap- 
pealed to the United Nations. At least two red-tinged 
fledgling African states were behind him: Ghana and 
Guinea; they have interfered consistently ever since. 
The “solution” was to send in a military conglomerate, 
a crazy-quilt of neutralist police forces, as was done in 
Palestine. The immediate and avowed purpose was to 
relieve the Belgian paratroopers, who appeared in the 
nick of time and could have been quite adequate for 
local protection. A renewed “United Nations Man- 
date” to give the resident Belgians (who were bona- 
fide members of the U.N. after all) time to restore 
order and develop a viable Administration (like the 
U.S. in the Philippines) was both practicable and feasi- 
ble — but the Belgians had to be gotten rid of! The 
anticipatory planning to that effect is evident in a 
curiously revealing Washington dispatch. 


One of the more persuasive of the Washington 
Brainwashers (who has a pipeline into the State De- 
partment) made a probably involuntary but highly 
suggestive admission in a fulsome eulogy of the United 
Nations and Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjold: 

“Within 36 hours, the U.N. cable office was overwhelmed 

with requests for 27 countries—a command post to stave off 

disaster. Altogether, it was a precedent making night that has 
enlarged the scope of the U.N. to an extraordinary degree. 

What has not been known until now is that Hammarskjold 

was prepared to go ahead even if the U.N. Council had not 

voted an authorizing solution. In fact, he had long since started 
the wheels turning to try to cope with a situation he had fore- 
seen in all its stark desperation (i.e., the effort of Belgian troops 
to restore order; presumably this had to be done under United 
Nations auspices — or not at all). 


As a first move, Hammarskjold sent Deputy Secretary Ralph 
J. Bunche to Leopoldville for the independence ceremony. 
Bunche has performed heroic labors in holding the line of U.N. 
authority...” 


4. Self-Determination and Anti-Colonialism: 


The United States has made use of the United Na- 
tions — and vice versa — to force the British from their 
Suez Canal position, the Israeli from the fruit of vic- 
tory, the French from the Levant (and now North 
Africa) and the Dutch from Indonesia. Nothing was 
done, however, about Russia’s own “colonialism,” 
ranging brutally from Riga to Budapest. 
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Anti-colonialism and self determination became a 
convenient cover for adventurers and wartime Quis- 
lings, while the American public was brainwashed to 
accept these people as modern replicas of George 
Washington. 


The United States has long been a party to this 
glittering political deception. Indeed, it can be 
said that the United States has been the originator 
and ardent promoter. 


It was Woodrow Wilson who coined the 
phrase, ‘‘self determination for all nationalities,” 
only to usher in the Communist take over, from 
the Baltic to the Black Sea. It became an idee fixe 
with the State Department, heavily underscored by 
Summer Welles ‘. . . the age of Imperialism is 
over. The right of people for freedom must be 
recognized .. .”” Nothing was said that freedom 
also entails moral responsibility. No time was al- 
lotted for a gradual evolution toward fiscal re- 
sponsibility and law and order, which were Teddy 
Roosevelt’s prerequisites in dealing with unstable, 
revolutionary governments in South America, a 
position of realistic common sense, differing wide- 
ly from Wilson’s or Welles’ semantic idealism. 


The evolution of Nasser, the explosive situation 
in the Middle East, the civil war in Algiers, the Nixon 
incidents in the Caribbean are part of a common pat- 
tern of corrosive subversions to uproot Western influ- 
ence. 


5. The Parallel: Indonesia and the Congo 

Events in Indonesia, although years in the making, 
represent a characteristic example of how Wilson’s 
“self determination” can boomerang to the ultimate 
ruin of Western interests. 


It is a significant case history of how a fanatical 
Japanese collaborator, a clear-cut wartime “Quisling,” 
was eventually parleyed into control of 3,000 islands, 


with the idiotic or calculated connivance of the United 
Nations. It is also a case history of the cynical betrayal 
of a faithful, wartime ally, the Dutch Government, 
which could have struck a profitable bargain with the 
Japanese invaders and, like Siam, survived unscathed. 
Instead, it chose to fight, as did Chiang Kai-shek, only 
to be sold down the river by postwar Stalinist ap- 


peasers. 
(Continued Next Week) 
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Map 2. U.N. Forces converge on the Congo. 


This was a respectable military performance, denoting expert staff 
work in the military delegations to the U.N.—It is largely the 
responsibility of a very discreet Official—a right hand man to 
Hammarskjold, Mr. Cordier. As usual, the practical measures, the 
military facilities, the initial costs were carried by the United States. 
The movement of the multi-lingual troops fell upon the Air Force. 
It was done at a cost of millions of dollars and the expert intervention 
of the American 322d Air Division, flying troops and supplies via 
Evreux-Bordeaux to Leopoldville. This unit employed C-130 “Herc- 
ules” and C-124 “Globemasters.” It was a gratifying demonstration 
of the general efficiency of American air-units abroad and the ever- 
present potential of S.A.C. in Europe. 
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MacARTHUR: VOICE OF 
ECONOMIC CONSERVATISM 


From Swords to Plow-shares 


The first issue of the “WEEKLY CRUSADER” 
was honored to print an important statement by 
General Douglas MacArthur in the field of war, 
in which he was supreme. Since retirement, the 
General has become Chairman of the Board of the 
Remington-Rand Corporation, a position that throws 
a sharp light on his views on commerce and industry, 
on the fiscal and economic policies of the Government 
and their impact on the future of the Nation. On Sep- 
tember 28, 1960, he addressed an important audience 
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at the new University of Dallas which has as its Presi- 
dent, Judge Robert Morris, who will long be remem- 
bered as the able and tireless Counsel for the Senate 
Sub-Committee on the Judiciary — intrepid fighter 
against conspiratorial Communism. Here follows ex- 
tracts from the General’s significant speech: 


Elusive Campaign Slogans 


“... I cite such phrases as ‘the rate of our national 
growth,’ ‘the direction of our national purpose,’ or ‘the 
promise of our new horizons.’ Such slogans are but 
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political “jargon,” little understood by even the most 
informed of our people, and with issues so obscure as 
to have little in common with reality. They are ‘cat- 
challs’ designed to impress the votes of a bewildered and 
trusting populace. Their authors know, or should know, 
that the rate of our national growth is dependent more 
than all else on the degree of freedom left for the un- 
inhibited play of our individual initiative and creative 
energies; they know, or should know, that ‘our national 
purpose’ is simple and supportable by every American 
—the steady increase in our standard of life and ade- 
quate defense of that standard against all pressures at 
home or abroad; they know, or they should know, that 
the only ‘new horizons,’ to which we should as a nation 
now aspire, are not to our left or right but up — not 
horizontal but vertical — those which measure the well- 
being and happiness of all the people.” 


Science Versus Art, In Government 


“And how, it might rightly be asked, would a states- 
man approach the problem, a solution of which directly 
concerns our ‘rate of national growth,’ the direction of 
our ‘national purpose’ and the ‘new horizons’ of our 
life? 


“He would seek the answer in the basic and im- 
mutable principles of the science of government, not in 
the temporary expediences of popularity and adulation 


under the guise of the art of government. He would 
see a violation of the fundamental laws of freedom in 
our insatiably expanding federal bureaucracy with its 
growing controls over our daily lives.” 


Taxation & Paternalism 


“He would see that if we reduced the monetary cost 
of the federal government, thus curtailing its bureau- 
cratic power, we would, first: advance our economic 
growth, and consequent standard of living by lowering 
the extreme burden of taxation which threatens to re- 


duce us all to a form of involuntary servitude, thereby 
releasing for constructive purposes our presently sup- 
pressed initiative and creative energies; second: ensure 
a sharp curtailment of the growing paternalism in- 
herent in massive central government, thereby permit- 
ting us once again the freedom to determine the direc- 
tion of our own lives and to remarshal our resources 
fully to exploit our opportunities; and third: provide 
us the chance to pass down to our progeny a solvent 
rather than a bankrupt nation.” 


General Douglas MacArthur, entering the Peacock Room of the 
Waldorf Astoria, on the occasion of an annual birthday dinner, which 
assembles his wartime staff, to do honor to a great commander. From 
l. to r.: Lieut-General Richard Sutherland, Chief of Staff of S.W.P.A.; 
General Courtney Whitney, former Chief of the Civil Affairs 
S.W.P.A.; General MacArthur; Major General L. Sverdrup, Deputy 
Chief-Engineer S.W.P.A. the genial host who makes these dinners 
possible. General Sverdrup is still active commanding a Reserve Di- 
vision and heads a prominent engineering firm in St. Louis, Missouri. 





FORECAST OF THE RUSSO - AMERICAN CONFLICT: 1856 


“... It requires no sage to predict events so strongly 
foreshadowed to us all; still “Westward” will “the 
course of empire take its way.” But the last act of the 
drama is yet to be unfolded; and notwithstanding the 
reasoning of political empirics, Westward, Northward 
and Southward, to me it seems that the people of 
America will, in some form or other, extend their 
dominion and their power, until they shall have brought 
within their mighty embrace multitudes of the Islands 
of the great Pacific, and placed the Saxon race upon 
the eastern shores of Asia. And I think too, that east- 
ward and southward will her great rival in future ag- 
grandizement (Russia) stretch forth her power to the 
coasts of China and Siam: and thus the Saxon and the 
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Cossack will meet once more, in strife or in friendship, 
on another field. Will it be in friendship?? I fear not! 
The antagonistic exponents of freedom and absolutism 
must thus meet at last, and then will be fought that 
mighty battle on which the world will look with 
breathless interest; for on its issue will depend the free- 
dom or the slavery of the world — despotism or rational 
liberty must be the fate of civilized man. I think I see 
in the distance the giants that are growing up for that 
fierce and final encounter; in the progress of events that 
battle must sooner or later inevitably be fought.” 





From a Paper by Commodore M. C. Perry, USN, read before the 
American Geographical and Statistical Society, at a meeting held 
March 6th, 1856. 
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PLANNED PAGANISM — 
A CHRISTLESS CHRISTMAS 


Christians in America are again this year being 
subjected to a Christless Christmas. The efforts to de- 
lete the Person of Christ from this blessed occasion are 
not only being carried on by those with direct commer- 
cial interests but also by the egg-head socialists and 
athiests who know that wherever true Christianity is 
loved and lived there is no room for socialism and its 
ultimate end — Communism. 


The Plan to Ban is Growing. 


The Christless Christmas has reached alarming pro- 
portions in many parts of our nation. The Sept. 1957 
issue of National Republic reported that “Christmas 
observances have been banned in many localities . 
all of New Jersey; Sierre Madre, California; and Lake 
View, Illinois, where this year it is illegal to observe 
the greatest of all Christian events—the birth of 
Christ, our Lord, God. Images of the Christ child or of 
angels may no longer be exhibited and the singing of 
Christmas Carols is now prohibited by law or by offi- 
cial regulations and decisions.” 


The New Jersey program to ban Christ from the 
schools was well planned and carefully put into effect. 
A directive to the school principals, sent by the Super- 
intendent of the Sayersville public schools — Mr. R. S. 
Pollack, advised the principals to gradually drop the 
customary observances in such a manner as to not incite 
the public. To assure that complete abolition of the 
Christ child was upheld he specified that there would 
be no image of Christ displayed, no “props” representa- 
tive of angels and no singing of hymns such as “Silent 
Night,” “Hark The Herald Angels Sing” and other 
accepted Christian hymns. If some “reactionary” teach- 
ers or parents insisted on a holiday observance, folk lore 
| was to be substituted for the Biblical and time-honored 
4 Christmas message. 


Attack Christmas in July 


Part of the blame for the enactment of these laws 
i} can be laid to the feet of Christians who care so little 
| about their government that they are silent about the 
| candidates for office at the grass-roots level. Even so- 
1 called minor offices are important and, in the hands of 
the wrong man, can be misused and abused in short 
order. Another indictment is that these take-Christ- 
1 from-Christmas drives are launched in July when the 
| Christmas spirit is at a low ebb compared with the 
| regular Christmas season. Is it true that we need the 
beautiful music, the creative decorations, the manger 
scenes, etc. to make us concerned about our Christian 
| heritage, ideals and principles? Can we be caught nap- 
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ping in July when we don’t have all the trappings that 
make Christmas its meaningful season? 


In 1957, five Protestant churches in Vicksburg, 
Michigan and Dover, New Jersey celebrated ‘“‘Christ- 
mas in July” protesting against the commercialism of 
Christmas by non-Christians. This is perhaps an overly 
strong measure but the essential purpose must be ap- 
preciated. 


Contrary to the glowing reports brought back to 
America by gullible dupes who have taken the Krem- 
lin’s guided tours or have visited the show-case cities 
of Red China, there is no freedom of religion in these 
lands. Wherever the long arm of Communism domi- 
nates there can be no room for Christ. Whole genera- 
tions are being raised under the Communist banner 
without any conception of the Christ-child being born 
of a virgin— coming as the Savior of man. Because 
less than 50% of the youth of our nation ever darken 
the door of a church the rulings to ban Christian ob- 
servances from the schools increase the probability that 
we, too, will raise coming generations without any 
concept of God’s greatest gift to man. 


Active in the drive to take Christ out of the schools 
has been the American Civil Liberties Union (See 
WEEKLY CRUSADER Vol. 1, No. 5). The tradi- 
tional Nativity scene, erected for the past 30 years at 
Christmastime by the Lake View, Illinois high school 
art class, was protested by the American Civil Liberties 
Union and Jewish organizations so the sacred tradition 
was banned. 


Christless Greeting Cards 

Greeting cards, too, are tools of the subtle brain- 
washers who would cautiously subvert our most treas- 
ured beliefs. There is ample proof that many of the 
key artists employed in the designing of Christmas 
cards have Communist front affiliations and are en- 
gaged in subversive activities against our government. 


According to the D.A.R. Magazine for Nov. 1957: 
“The winner of the Hallmark Art award for Christmas 
cards in 1952 was Anton Refreigier (1947, 48, 49, 51 
Reports Un-American Activities in California). Re- 
gardless of this record, he received $2,000 prize money 
for a weirdly designed tree with a (Picasso) dove in 
suspension above it. (This too was a sly introduction 
of the Communist symbolism for “peace”). A further 
use to which this contest was put was the country-wide 
exhibition of the 100 best cards; the admission fee was 
given to U.N.ES.C.O.” 


U.N.I.C.E.F.’s Greeting Cards. 


Not to be left out of a sure money-making program 
is the free-enterprise destroying program of U.N.L.C.E.F. 
Their “Greeting Card” folder (you can’t call Christless 
cards Christmas cards) carries the spiel about the in- 
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vestments in greeting cards helping children in some 
far off lands. All the conjured up emotion of Madison 
Avenue is wrapped up in the words of their brochure: 
“When you use U.N.LC.E.F. cards you will enjoy the 
satisfaction of knowing that your holiday greetings to 
your friends and loved ones have helped make children 
somewhere in the world healthier and happier.” 


The first issue of the WEEKLY CRUSADER Vol. 
1, No. 1, exposed U.N.LC.E.F. for its anti-American 
structure and operation. Since that time, ample new 
material has come to our office further supporting the 
facts outlined in our initial exposure. These facts will 
be presented in later issues of the WEEKLY CRU- 
SADER. 


The first card presented by U.N.ILC.E.F. in their 
1960 Xmas (Christmas without Christ) selection 
shows Indian children of Arizona who have joined 
hands in a ceremonial dance. As with most of the 
U.N.LC.E.F. cards, these can be bought with the five 
language Season’s Greetings or without for use as notes. 
The five languages are English, French, Spanish, Rus- 
sian and Chinese — the official languages of the United 
Nations. 


The second and third pages present a hideous as- 
sortment beginning with — of all things — “The Ugly 
Duckling — Denmark.” Then, “The Legend of St. 
Nicholas — Holland,” “Snow White and Seven Dwarfs 
— Brazil,” “The Jade Slipper — Korea” and “The Epic 
of Ramayana— India.” The next card is “The Poetry 
of Flight — or soaring toward peace.” This outlandish 
third grade level painting is designated the official 
United Nations card. 


QAO 
Additional Weekly Crusaders Available 


Many alert WEEKLY CRUSADER readers have ordered additional 
copies of past issues for distribution among civic clubs, church 
groups and municipal authorities. Thus, they perform a vital 
patriotic service among their friends and acquaintances. 


WHILE THEY LAST, you may secure additional copies of 
the WEEKLY CRUSADER at the following bulk rate. 


1 to 10 copies -.....-.. $25: ench 
11 to 50 copies _ .20 each 
51 and over __ _ .15 each 


Christian Crusade - Tulsa 2, Oklahoma 


Yes, | want to order - _. additional copies of the WEEKLY 


CRUSADER No. . | enclosed $ to cover cost. 
Name _. 

Address 

Eee ier see es are eee a, I 


PAARCRRRRO00000000000000000000000000000000000000000008 
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OUT OF MANY — THERE IS ONE 

Out of fairness to U.N.I-C.E.F. we must admit that 
one card, “Glad Tidings” makes a stab at the Christmas 
idea. Their brochure reads: “One of the best loved 
themes the world over is portrayed in the modern man- 
ner by internationally-famed artist Marc Chagall who 
has won acclaim for his interpretation of biblical stor- 
ies.” Note: U.N.I-C.E.F. chooses to not capitalize the 
‘b’ on Biblical! This greeting says “Joyous Christmas” 
in three languages. 

None of the 14 other cards put out by U.N.LC.E.F. 
even hinted at the Scriptural teaching of Christ’s birth. 
They dealt instead with ‘The Fountain of Peace,” ‘“Chil- 
dren and Birds” (a grotesque conglomeration of non- 
sense ), “Fairy Godmother” and “Fairy Tale Shepherd.” 


Just as the U.N.LC.E.F. officials have promoted the 
Trick or Treat drive through the churches to give their 
program respectability, they are using one of the most 
sacred and meaningful holidays (holy-days) of Chris- 
tendom to promote their anti-Christ cards. Americans, 
falling into U.N.LC.E.F.’s tender trap, are helping to 
destroy our nation through this greeting card hoax. 


If you receive U.N.LC.E.F. cards from your friends 
this Christmas, tell them the U.N.I.C.E.F. facts. Make 
them aware of the fallacy of big government organiza- 
tions trying to do the job which could be done by private 
enterprise and Christian missions. 


Above all, send cards with a positive Christian 
message. Give Christ His rightful place in Christmas. 


STEVENSON 


At San Francisco on Sept. 9, 1952, Mr. Stevenson 
said, “When we Americans think of Communism we 
think of what we are going to lose. When many of 
the Asian peoples think of Communism they think of 
what they are going to gain.” This would imply that 
the Chinese millions enslaved under Communism’s 
brutal heel actually prefer their slavery to freedom. 
How naive can you get? Hundreds of thousands of 
refugees from Red dominated lands would be happy 
to set Mr. Stevenson straight on this all important 
misconception. 





(Continued from Page 2) 


In the February 8, 1956 issue of National Review, 
J. B. Matthews, one of America’s foremost authorities 
on Communism, showed that at least 52 members of 
Mrs. Roosevelt’s “Stevenson For President” Committee 
had sponsored Communist fronts. In the article, Mr. 
Matthews raised the interesting question, “Does Mr. 
Stevenson share the views of his supporters who divide 
their energies between backing his candidacy on the 
one hand and backing Communist causes on the other?” 
We believe that Mr. Stevenson has answered the ques- 
tion for us in his speeches made since that time. Our 
readers are invited to draw their own conclusions. 


DECEMBER 9, 1960 
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